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I Dr. King’s murder. But in light of this committee’s investigation. 
|>re is required than keeping open files. It would seem only appro- 
bate for the Department, of Justice to perform the scientific studies 
pommended herewith 2 ' -analyze the eonifii^'#^''"Tecord . 
ien the Department could assess the wisdom of taking additional 
}ps that might move one or both of these cases toward final resolution, 
flie choice is not between a full-scale reopening of both investiga- 
tes and doing nothing, since there are in each case limited areas that 
|d themselves to further exploration. What the committee found that 
d not been known before should be applied to a reconsideration by 
\ Justice Department of its original investigations. 'Whatever the 
Apartment decides is the preferable course of action, it should report 
the Judiciary Committee, so that its determination may be reviewed 
an appropriate congressional body. 



IV . SEPARATE REMARKS. VIEWS AND DISSENT OF 
MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE 

Separate Remarks or Hex. Christopher J. Dodd I^ssextinc From 
the Final Report of the Select Committee on A 

I voted against the adoption of the “Summary of Findings and 

jsprtssrs 

! dent. The third shot he fired killed the President. 

evidence available to it that lnaicatea , , .•> in 1Q64 

rifle. First, there was a test conducted by the FBI in law, 

MannlEheir-Car^nol ^hfreTuTts^S^ that ^\^£ 1 V 2 °5 t : 2 b 3 

Sid" The SSrf'llStLt ‘shoS'lterS^he open iron 
Sghtffthe fastest that the rifle could be fired was somewhere between 

L On t^bask^these tests, I could not conclude that Oswald fired 

voting on the report, and in expressing my con<*rn °' er 0 fthltert £ 
the weeks prior to the vote, I repeatedly requested that a hna test De 
done. Unfortunately, it was not possible to bring together all of th 
elements required for the final test before the Decembei i ote. 

■The fact that the timing was cstaWlshcd^by 'the'rimc hs-t^cn 

the timing I understood as 1 agreed their figures by adjusting for the speed at 
Since then, the experts have J^ th ^5 e “°oerts now believe that the time between the 
flrat* two e 6ho^ n ^a^ approximately ^66* seconds. V JFK 724 (Blakey memorandum). I 
nee the adjusted fieures in these *™ v *** 2 If m * Tk *’ 

35SSS saw * «i 
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On March 29, 1979. a final test Avas conducted. In this test a 
Mannlicher-Careano Avas repeatedly fired using the open iron sights. 
This test was conducted by four export marksmen fromihe District" 
of Columbia PoMvr Departr^-ent and two 

committee sralft^riiemders*. 5 IVone of the expert marksmen were able to 
aim and fire two consecutive shots Avithin 1.66 seconds. The committee 
staff members Avere able to fire tAvo consecuth-e shots in less than 1.66 
seconds by “point" aiming, that is. not aiming through the telescopic 
or iron sights. These results have not allayed my concern over thh 
issue. When I consider all the available evidence on this problem. I 
find mvself no more near a solution than I was on December 29. 

The a Available eA'idence. as I see it. presents three options. Tf the 
acoustical eA'idence on this issue is valid, then two shots A\-ere fired 
within 1.66 seconds of one another. 6 This leads to the first two options : 
either one person fired both shots in 1.66 seconds: or one person fired 
the first shot, and 1.66 seconds later another person fired the second 
shot. The third option is that the shots Avere spaced more than 1.66 
seconds apart, allowing ample time for one person to have fired both 
shots. This third option necessitates a conclusion that the acoustical 
evidence is invalid on this point. I will discuss these three options in 
turn. 

Option one. — Oswald fired the first two shots within 1 .66 seconds of 
one another . — To belieA-e that this option is correct, one must accept 
that Oswald was more proficient Avith a rifle than any of the committee's 
four expert marksmen or that, like the committee staff members who 
participated in the test. Oswald “point.” aimed and did not take the 
time necessary to line up his target in the iron sights or the telescopic 
sight on his rifle. Despite the fact that Oswald may have been more 
familiar with a Mannlicher-Careano than any of the committee’s 
expert marksmen, his record as a yifleman makes it hard for me to 
accept that he Avas able to fire faster than the experts and still hit both 
President Kennedy and Governor Connally. 

It is even more difficult for me to belieA r e that, having missed Avith 
his first shot, as the committee finds, he did not take the time necessary 
to properly aim his second shot. This becomes almost, impossible to 
belieA-e in that Oswald, by merely pointing the rifle from 165 feet, 
would haA’e had to hit a target that was moving at 11 miles an hour. 7 
It should be noted that, the second shot referred to here struck both 
President Kennedy and Governor Connally. This is the foundation of 
the single-bullet theory. 

There is circumstantial eA'idence. hoAvever, that tends vindicate that 
Oswald did fire all three shots. Three cartridge cases Avere found on the 
•sixth floor of the Texas School Book Depository, and ballistics evi- 
dence establishes that all three came from Oswalds rifle. In that there 
is no eA'idence to suggest that more than three shots came from the 



5 The two committee stnff members who participated In tbi9 test were the same two 
members who conducted the preliminary test, Deputy Chief Counsel Gary Cornwell and 
Chief Counsel G. Robert Blakey. 

•I readily concede that this analysis is "finely tuned.” We nre conslderinc differences in 

tenths of a second. We are uslne data, moreover, that, while it may be subjected to hlffh’v 
scientific analysis, was not initially fathered by precision instruments. Nevertheless, these 
are the facts we have to work with. 

’The test firings in March of this year, as well as the preliminary firings in 1978. were 
aimed at stationary targets. 
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Texas School Book Depository, the cartridge cases support the theory 
that Oswald fired both the first and second shots. , , 

that the cartridge cases were fired in .Oswald me v the 

time: there is no way to tell when they *erei .n_tn^ ^ of ^ ^ 
bullets that they encased were °* ^ re d from Oswald's rifle a 

(ridge ca=es could lme been from* CO ukl then have 

daA- a week or a month earlier. That cartria^- *■ ~ • 

been ejected from the rifle before firing on November 22. 1963. ot xn 

some other way dropped on the floor , three cartridge cases 

ssa-asssw; m <>•» * 

the first two of mv Recommendations ‘ ^ 0 f the Bron- 

ja “* h 

the data developed by !«o Shots teas fired. She 

feet the location of the gunman on the gr i_- . ' n l daU developed 

it means that the acoustical evidence is 

The acoustical testimony before the commit - -,t the Presi- 

de portion of it that indicates that a Kwndgmm n fired at I the ! ’res 

debate for years to come. . tu c rs t time Dr. 

The acoustical evidence came in two phases. 1 he n 



• I Identify Oswald as firing 'tf, ^"pr^Went^nd'o^rnoV COTnolirVnd tbat 8 Juju; d t 

shot appears to be the on* tl»t Mttt “ person could hare been using Oswald s 

"d ^iV blM « In the realm of pure speculation. 

* The committee so recommends. III. i v, a. 



